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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. This research may encourage the farmers to grow better varieties.
2. The resilient variety may be used for breeding purposes.

3. The higher and better quality of black pepper may improve its yield and nutritional quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Acceptable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	1. In abstract, only one parameter was discussed. Authors have to summarize the overall conclusion.
2. Arrange keywords alphabetically


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are about 50 years old. Up to this year, the gap has changed everything.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Good 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Pepper is not a woody plant; it is a woody vine.
2. Its scientific name is Piper nigrum L.
3. Write black pepper, not only pepper.
4. Write the reference in ascending order.
5. Don’t repeat the sentence “Specifically, the aim will be to determine the morphological traits of the Muntok and Lampong types in the collections.”
6. Write in a proper way why this research was chosen.
7. Don’t use the synonymous “Length of the ear (also called cluster)”
8. Is it a normal caliper or a vernier caliper
9. Write details of the instrument used for the experiment.

10. Which statistical design was used for the experiment?
11. For qualitative parameters, you have to provide the photographic representation.

12. Why was there only Muntok in Divo?

13. In tables, are the values in a comma or a full stop form?
14. Figures 4 and 5 do not show the standard deviation bar.
15. Which kind of technological parameters have you used here? Discriminate as per the title.

16. Bifurcate this MS into agromorphological and technological, which represent it in a better way.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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